This investigation is interesting because it attempts to provide data that could be helpful to clinical decision-making. Furcationinvolved teeth are harder to treat than nonfurcation-involved ones.
note the difficulty of reviewing this topic, resulting from a number of factors: there are no trials, and the available studies are mostly retrospective (with much greater potential for bias) and conducted over a 35-year span. Also, there are substantial differences between the included studies, which limits the potential to generalise conclusions. Despite the problems with the literature, however, the authors were correct to carry out a systematic review in an attempt to produce 'best evidence'.
The strengths of the review are that it brings together a well-established team with appropriate skills for this research.
They decided not to conduct meta-analysis on the basis of the heterogeneity of the studies (as well as their potential for bias) and this seems sensible. Carrying out a meta-analysis is possible but would most likely produce both a false sense of precision and a questionable estimate of how well treatments worked. 
